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RESPONSE TO ELECTION/RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT ^ 
This is in response to the Office Action mailed June 21, 2002. Trie Office Action was 
designated an election/restriction requirement in which Applicants were required to elect 
between claims 1-27 drawn to an apparatus and claims 28-33 drawn to a method. Because 
the Office Action improperly required restriction between corresponding method and 
apparatus claims, the election requirement is traversed. Under 806.05(e) of the Manual of 
Patent Examining Procedure, restriction is improper unless the process as claimed can be 
practiced by another materially different apparatus or that the apparatus as claimed can 
practice another materially different process. The Office Action takes the position that 
restriction is proper because "in this case, the apparatus can be used for plasma cleaning of a 
substrate rather than for plasma coating of a substrate." However, claim 1 is directed to an 
electrode arrangement for a plasma-aided coating of a substrate with a layer. The manner in 
which the Examiner appears to be reading the claims cannot be sustained. Accordingly, it is 
submitted that the restriction requirement is improper and should be withdrawn. Withdrawal 
i$ requested. 
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The Office Action further makes a species election between Species 1 related to Fig. 
1, Species 2 related to Fig. 3, Species 3 related to Fig. 4 and Species 4 related to Fig. 5. 
Applicants hereby provisionally elect claims 1-27 drawn to the apparatus andSpecies 1 
relating to Fig. 1 for further prosecution should the restriction requirement not be withdrawn. 
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THOMAS GEBELE, JURGEN HENRICH, 
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DR. ELISABETH BUDKE, JURGEN ULRICH 
and DR. HELMUT GRIMM 

By: Van Dyke, Gardner, Linn 
& Buikhart, LLP 
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